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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 2003 (9:43 a.m.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Good morning. Mr. Hesje? 

MR. HESJE: Good morning, Mr. Commissioner. 

The first preliminary matter is Mr. P is present. 
It's my understanding that you asked him to be 
back today in order to ensure that he took steps 
to retain counsel. We know that he has done so. 

We received an application for standing on his 
behalf and, indeed, you have a ruling that will be 
issued today on that. I had — in light of that I 
had advised his counsel that it wouldn't — wasn't 
necessary for him to be here this morning. I 
guess the message didn't get there, but I guess 
I'd just ask that he be excused at this point and 
he will attend with his counsel at a time that we 
arrange. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Either that or he's being very 

careful to do what I asked him to do, which is 
appreciated. So that's why — and you're excused, 
Mr. P, and now that you have counsel in this 
matter any communications will be from Mr. Hesje 
to him and he can keep you informed as to when 
you'll be required to return. Thank you very much 
for being here. 

MR. HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, the next witness 
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is James Maddin. 

JAMES ALAN MADDIN, sworn, testifies: 

THE COMMISSIONER: Good morning, Mr. Maddin. 

THE WITNESS: Good morning. My Lord. 

MR. HESJE, examination-in-chief: 

Q Mr. Maddin, there is a caution that I'm required 
to read to each and every witness that testifies 
at these — at this inquiry. The rules of 
practice and procedure established for this 
inquiry provide that all witnesses must be advised 
that they have the protection of section 37 of The 
Saskatchewan Evidence Act and section 5 of the 
Canada Evidence Act. These statutory provisions 
state that testimony that may tend to criminate 
you, tend to establish liability to a civil 
proceeding, and which testimony you would not be 
compelled to provide at common law, shall not be 
used or admissible in evidence against you in a 
criminal trial or other criminal proceedings 
against you, other than the prosecution for 
perjury in the giving of evidence or for the 
giving of contradictory evidence, and shall not be 
used or receivable in evidence against you in any 
other civil proceeding or any other proceeding 
under an act of the Legislature of Saskatchewan. 
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by Mr. Hesje 

You are hereby advised that such protection shall 
apply without you expressly invoking of such 
protection. 

Now, Mr. Maddin, you're a former 
member of the Saskatoon Police Service? 

Yes. 

X believe you joined the Saskatoon Police Service 
on July 16 th , 1972? 

That's correct. 

And you retired May 31 st , 1997? 

Yes. 

Now, from 1992 to 1996 you were — worked as a 
plainc'. othes investigator with the Major Crimes 
Section? 

I'm not sure -- I don't -- no, not up until '96 I 
don't believe. 

Okay. 

I — I left the plainclothes unit in 1995 when I 
was promoted to inspector, but in that interim I 
did. I would have to check the dates to make 
sure. 

All right. Am I correct it's approximately '92 
you joined Major Crimes? 

I can tell you exactly. I brought reference 
material with me, if you like. 
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Q Let's have a — 

A Thank you. 

Q — look at it then. 

A I was assigned to the Major Crime Unit — oh, I'm 
sorry, just let me backtrack here. 

Q Does your material disclose the dates of various 
promotions and so on as well? 

A Yes, it does. 

Q 1 wonder if you could just run through that then 
for us then — 

A Certainly. 

Q — in a — in a summary fashion. 

A Yeah, this is a summary that I made myself, so — 

Q Okay. 

A — it's not an official police document. July 

16 th , '72 I was taken on strength. April 1 st , '76 

I was promoted to first class constable. April 
1 st , '88 promoted to corporal. September 16 th , '91 

promoted to sergeant. May 1, '95 promoted to 

inspector. October 1, '96 promoted to 

superintendent. 

Q Okay. 

A My assignment in the Major Crime plainclothes unit 
was from January 1, '94 to May 1, '95. 

Q Do you recall or do your records or notes indicate 


Volume 29 



5506 Exam-in-chief J. Maddin 

by Mr. Hesje 

what your assignment was in and around November of 


1990? 

Yes. November of 1990 I was assigned as a 
corporal in charge of detention with "C" Platoon, 
the "C" Platoon work group. 

Okay. Did you have other investigative 
assignments other than your stint with Major 
Crimes? 

Some years before just simply on a — on a 
temporary basis. I recall we used to have a — 
there used to be a section there called Special 
Services. I did a few weeks in that capacity 
earlier in my career. And for a period of time I 
was assigned to the Criminal Intelligence Unit as 
an Intelligence analyst. That was in the mid 
'80s. 

Okay. Now, prior to your assignment with Major 
Crimes, was there any specific training that 
you're required to take? 

I can check the dates on that, too, but I do — I 
— other than, I guess, the basic recruit 
training, senior constable course at the 
Saskatchewan Police College, some in-house courses 
through the — inter-department courses. I do 
recall taking an investigative interviewing course 
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that was in-house, I think for two days, and 
during my time while I was assigned to the Major 
Crime Unit I attended the Canadian Police College 
and took a major crime investigations course. 

Q Okay. Now, Mr. Maddin, I want to ask you about 

the — the focus of this inquiry, and that is the 
events and circumstances surrounding the death of 
Neil Stonechild. The evidence before this inquiry 
is that Mr. Stonechild's frozen body was found on 
November 29 th , 1990. You were a member of the 
Saskatoon Police Service at that time? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have any recollection of any of the 
circumstances surrounding the death of Neil 
Stonechild? And now I want to — there's been 
much in the press about these events more 
recently, but I want you to, if you can, to tell 
me what recollections you have of events outside 
of what you may have heard through the press. 

A Welly it is — it is somewhat difficult to 

distinguish information that was present 13 years 
ago and information that's present today, so I'll 
try my best to make that distinction. I was not 
directly involved in the — in the Stonechild case 
in. any way, shape or form, and as a matter of fact 
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by Mr. Hesje 

upon checking my own records with respect to that 
particular date in 1990, I discovered that my work 
group, "C" Platoon, had concluded our four-day 
work shift at 7 a.m. that morning. So when the 
body discovered, I believe later that day, we were 
-- we from "C" Platoon were off shift. We were 
off on our first of our four days off. Other than 
just simply a recollection of hearing about a body 
found in the north end of the city in a frozen 
state, that's the only recollection that I have, 
really. 

Okay. Now, as a member of the Saskatoon Police 
Service, do you recall hearing any stories or 
rumours circulating within the Saskatoon Police 
Service about any of the circumstances of 
Stonechild's death? And I'm directing you to that 
time period of time of 1990, 1991. 

Yes, I heard stories within the department. I 
would categorize it as perhaps a product of the 
rumour mill. I can't recall precisely who I heard 
say it or the circumstances, where or when, but 
the only — the only thing, other than what I've 
already said, my knowledge of the case was that I 
do recall hearing around the station at some point 
in time since the discovery of Mr. Stonechild's 
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5509 Exam-in-chief J. Maddin 

by Mr. Hesje 

body and my retirement, a connect of two police 
officers with the Stonechild case, and what the 
connect was I have no detail, whether they had 
been involved, whether they had been -- had 
something to do with the investigation or 
whatever. 

Q And you said a connect of two officers. Were 
there any names attached to those officers? 

A Two — two officers names, Larry Hartwig and Brad 
Senger, yes. 

Q And as I understand, you're saying that that was 
sometime obviously between the event and your 
retirement, which was in — 

A — '97 . 

Q -- May of 1997. 

A Right. 

Q Can you be any more specific as to when you heard 

these stories or rumours? 

A Well, I -- I would say that it wasn't -- I don't 
recall hearing that right at the time of the 
.incident. I may have — may have had more of an 
interest in it had I heard it then, but it was 
sometime — and I certainly don't remember hearing 
it let's say during my last week of service with 
the police service. So it was somewhere in 
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between. I can't for the life of me pin it down 
any — any closer than that. I — and for that I 
apologize. 

Q Now was your — you've already indicated you don't 
— today do not recall the source of those rumours 
or stories that — that you may have heard. Was 
it your perception that — how widely circulated 
did — were these stories within the police 
department? 

A Well, I formed the opinion immediately at the time 
that it was knowledge to a number of people. I -- 
it certainly was never presented to me as — as 
disclosure information or new information. Had 
that been the case I would have acted upon it. 

But I never had any meeting with anybody 
specifically to talk about it. It was just — 
just rumour. It was in the air, I guess. I can't 
describe it any other way. Now, in order to try 
to identify a time, I mean I don't want to be 
speculative, but I'll speak to it as best as I can 
and to the degree that — that I am permitted to 
by Mr. Commissioner, but I do also have a 
recollection that during that time a member of "C" 
Platoon, a member from my work group. Constable 
Ernie Louttit did, in fact, I believe, take an 
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interest in that file and had made some inquiries 
into — into that particular case. Now, I don't 
have any recollect of discussing it directly with 
Ernie one way or another, but to be speculative, 
perhaps some of this information may have surfaced 
sometime during that time or after that. I -- I 
can't be more specific. 

Q Now, you've certainly testified as to general 

terms and that — that a couple of names were — 
you feel were circulated, but can you be any more 
specific as to what you may have heard as to the 
nature of any involvement of Saskatoon Police 
Service, members of the Saskatoon Police Service 
with Neil Stonechild at or about the time of his 
demise? 

A No, I -- I just know that the names were out 
there, the case was out there, it was the 
Stonechild case, the names of the two officers 
and, as I say, in the — the manner in which I 
became aware of the information caused me to 
believe that if there was anything to it, it was - 
- it either had been or was being looked after or 
looked into by others within the department and 
not myself, but I never -- I never became aware of 
any specific involvement that Senger and Hartwig 
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by Mr. Hesje 

may have had with the case, not at all, just a — 
just a connect between the case and the two names. 
Did the information, stories or rumours that you 
were receiving, cause you concern that there may 
have been improper conduct on the part of members 
of the Saskatoon Police Service? 

No. 

Now, Mr. Maddin, you were interviewed relatively 
recently, I believe, in June of 2003, I think by 
the CBC, about some of these events. 

Right. 

Do you recall that? 

Yes. 

I have here an excerpt from that interview. The 
document I put in front of you attributes two 
statements directly to you beginning at the top of 
that page and I wonder if you could read into the 
record the statement there attributed to you. 
That's the first quoted statement? 

Yes. 

It states, "With respect to the Neil Stonechild 
file, there was certainly concerns raised in and 
around the police service after the event. I 
can't pin down exactly when, but I know that it 
did become knowledge to most of the members that 
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1 gee, there may have been some involvement by a 

2 couple of members of the police service with Mr. 

3 Stonechild at about the time of his demise." 

4 Q Is that an accurate transcription of what you 

5 advised the CBC in that interview? 

6 A Yeah, I would say so, yes. 

7 Q Okay. And you believe that — that is, in fact, 

8 correct, your recollection? 

9 A Yes. 

10 Q There's a second statement attributed to you, 

11 which is the third paragraph of that. I wonder if 

12 you could read that into the record? 

13 A It states, "I think it's quite understandable, 

14 certainly to me, that yes there were groups 

15 working within the police service that were 

16 successful in keeping information contained. Noe, 

17 whether this case fell into that, one of those 

18 categories, I can't say." 

19 Q Now I expect there's likely a typo there. 

20 A Yes. 

21 Q I expect it's supposed to be, "Now whether this 

22 case." 

23 A Now, okay. 

24 Q And, again, is that a correct transcription of the 

25 statement you made to the CBC? 
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5514 Exam-in-chief J. Maddin 

by Mr. Hesje 

A Yes, I recall making a statement to that effect. 

1 wouldn't dispute this. 

Q And you believe that to be true? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Now, again, referring back to the first statement, 
it says, "... there was certainly concerns raised 
.in around the police service after the event." 

Are you able today to elaborate at all on what 
concerns you felt were raised in and around the 
police service after the event? 

A X think what I was referring to there was simply 

what I had said earlier, that — that there were - 
- that there was a connect between the names — 
certainly the names of two current members of the 
police service somehow with the Stonechild case. 
And I don't know any detail. 

Q But if I suggest to you a connect doesn't 
necessarily raise concerns unless there's 
something more, is there any basis again for 
saying there was concern as opposed to saying 
there was some connect? 

A Well, I would have difficulty, as I said at the 
outset, in distinguishing information available 
back then and information available now. I mean 
we all know now that there has been some 
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5515 Exam-in-chief J. Maddin 

by Mr. Hesje 

suggestion that perhaps indeed these two officers 
may have had some involvement, perhaps even with 
Mr. Stonechild for all I know. I'm not too sure. 

Q Okay. Now the second statement attributed to you 
talks about "there were groups working within the 
police service that were successful in keeping 
information contained", can you expand at all on 
what you meant there? 

A What I meant there was basically the Saskatoon 

Police Service was structured in such a way, and I 
don't imagine that any other service is much 
different, in that people are assigned to certain 
work groups and maybe become specialists, if you 
like, or certainly people take profile cases or 
what have you, and I think that if I can use the 
word clique, I think that cliques can form and do 
.indeed form, and I don't think that that's — 
that's unknown to maybe a lot of organizations, 
and people work with who they're comfortable with 
and who they trust the most and it's not — it's 
not a completely open, at least it wasn't to my 
experience back then, a completely open — open 
agency, in that somebody — somebody could be 
working with one group of investigators and one 
group of officers on a case to find that perhaps 
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in another part of the organization others were 
working on the same case and there's very little 
communication. 

Q Okay. Now, when we talk about keeping information 
contained, there may be good and valid police 
reasons for doing so in the course of 
investigation. Did you have any concerns in 
making the statement that there might have been 
information contained that shouldn't be contained, 
that is, that the public had a right to know or 
superiors within the police service had a right to 
know? 

A Well, I -- I couldn't be -- I couldn't state with 
any authority that all information in any — in — 
in an investigation or any investigation may 
necessarily be always transferred up through the 
chain of command through the supervisory level to 
the commanders. Who is to say? 

Q Okay. But you're making this comment in the 

context of an interview about the Neil Stonechild 
affair, and again my question is did you believe 
that there was information with respect to Neil 
Stonechild that had been contained that you felt 
should have gone either to superior officers 
within the Saskatoon Police Service or that the 
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5517 Exam-in-chief J. Maddin 

by Mr. Hesje 

public should have been made aware of? 

A No, I can't say that. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I'm not sure, Mr. Maddin, I 

understand that. Excuse me, Mr. Hesje. And if 
you'll help me on this. The word "contained" 
suggests to me, at the moment at least, that 
information was suppressed or controlled or was 
not fully disclosed. Do you understand? 

WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Is that a fair construction to 

place on the use of the word "contained"? 

WITNESS: I would say so. Yeah. 

THE COMMISSIONER: The impression I get from Mr. 

Hesje's question, the understanding I have of Mr. 
Hesje's question is your suggestion is that 
information was suppressed? 

WITNESS: I'm saying I don't know that 

information was suppressed with respect to the 
Stonechild matter. I don't know that. 

THE COMMISSIONER: And so your use of the word 

"contained" was predicated on what? Doesn't 
"contained" suggest that information was withheld, 
suppressed, controlled, not made available to 
persons who should have known? 

WITNESS: Yes, that's what I would take it to 
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mean, however 
THE COMMISSIONER: 

MR. HESJE: 

THE COMMISSIONER: 

MR. HESJE: 

excerpts that 
please? 

THE COMMISSIONER: 


Is that your question, Mr. Hesje? 
That is my question. 

Right. I'm sorry, proceed. 

Mr. Commissioner, could I have the 
he referred to marked as an exhibit. 

Yes. That'll be P-121, I think, is 
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it? 

CLERK: Yes, My Lord. 

EXHIBIT P-121: EXCERPTS OF TRANSCRIPT OF CBC INTERVIEW OF 

JIM MADDIN, JUNE 9, 2003 

Q Now, Mr. Maddin, I have information that you were 
interviewed by Chief Superintendent McFadyen and 
Staff Sergeant Lyons on or about June 17 th , 2003. 
Sorry, I should identify them as RCMP officers. 

Do you recall that? 

A Yes. 

Q And I have placed in front of you a summary 

prepared by either McFadyen or Lyons of that 
interview. I'm not sure whether you've had an 
opportunity to review that summary or not. Have 
you seen that document? 

A This document? 

Q Yes. 
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5519 Exam-in-chief J. Maddin 

by Mr. Hesje 

A No, I have not. 

Q Would you then take a couple minutes or as much 

time as you require to read through it, because I 
have to ask you a few -- I'd like to ask you a few 
questions about. 

A Okay. Yeah. Thank you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Do you want to adjourn for five 

minutes to enable Mr. Maddin to do that, Mr. 

Hesje? Is that going to be productive or not? 

MR. HESJE: I don't think it will take him too 

long to go through it. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well,. 

MR. HESJE: Perhaps I should have put that to 

the witness because I want him to have sufficient 
t ime. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Do you want five minutes to review 

It? 

WITNESS: It would probably take me that long 

to go through it carefully. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well., I'm sure it won't, but you 

may want to — 

WITNESS: Well, two minutes then. 

THE COMMISSIONER: — review it again. Well.,, no, we 

can take five minutes. That's fine. I just want 
to make sure you have an adequate opportunity to 
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by Mr. Hesje 

review it before you answer questions. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 10:05 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 10:14 
A.M. ) 

Q MR. HESJE: Now, Mr. Maddin, you've had an 

opportunity to review that summary that was 
prepared by the RCMP of an interview that they 
indicate they had with you on June 17 th , 2003? 

A Yes. 

Q I don't know if you can confirm that date. Do you 
have any reason to believe that interview was some 
other time? 

A No, I recall the interview being sometime during 

the summer of this year, but I -- I don't know the 
exact date. I wouldn't dispute it. 

Q And I'm not sure too much turns on the precise 

date in any event. But there's a couple of things 
there that I want to go over with you, and, again, 
X want to be fair, that this is — these aren't — 
unlike what I put to you previously, these aren't 
quotes directly, they're somebody's summary of 
what was — they say was said, so. 

A Right. 

Q It -- I'm going to take you down. There's point 
form here, I guess, it would be one, two, three, 
four, five, sixth point. It starts out, it says. 
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by Mr. Hesje 

"Maddin recalls reference to Stonechild." Do you 
see that? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q It says, "Maddin recalls reference to Stonechild 
being in the hands of the police, stories are 
going around that the police had dealt with him. 
These two names were out there." Is that your — 
first of all, did you indicate that to the RCMP? 

A I certainly wouldn't dispute that I — that I 

indicated that, so, yeah, I would agree with that. 

Q And is that your recollection, that these stories 
or rumours were that Stonechild had been in the 
hands of the police? 

A Well, as I said before, my recollection of the 

rumour was that these two officers had perhaps had 
dealings with Stonechild at about the time that — 
on or before, or at some point in time close to 
the time that — that his body was discovered is 
my recollection, and I don't know, I can't say for 
certain whether he was ever in their hands or not, 
but it seemed to me that there was certainly that 
inference that if they had dealings with him, it 
was very possible that perhaps they had dealt with 
him directly. I don't know. 

MR. HESJE: Okay. Now, Mr. Commissioner, I'd 
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by Mr. Hesje 

like to state before I go much further with this, 
just as a reminder, and something that's obvious 
to you, but that I'm not putting this forward as 
evidence that these things, in fact, happened. 

The relevance of this testimony is whether there 
were stories and information within the police 
department that might be relevant to whether or 
not the matter should have been investigated more 
thoroughly, and I want to emphasize that, that 
this should not be construed as proof that 
somebody was in the hands of the Saskatoon Police 
Service. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I understand. 

Q MR. HESJE: Now, you go on to talk, you were 

asked about — well, let me put it to you this 
way, would — I've asked you previously about how 
widely known this information -- I'm sorry, these 
stories and rumours were within the police 
department. Is it your opinion that those stories 
and rumours would have been known to senior 
members of the police service? 

A That is my opinion, yes. 

Q Based on your experience in the police service, 

was there sometimes a disconnect between the lower 
ranks and the senior ranks, that is, information 


Volume 29 




$ 

2 


6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


5523 Exam-in-chief J. Maddin 

by Mr. Hesje 

might circulate amongst the lower ranks that for 
whatever reason they didn't want to get the higher 
ranks to hear about it? 

A That's a fair statement, yes. 

Q Now, there's another statement that's attributed 
to you and it's midway down that page. It says, 
"Maddin said he would be surprised if someone 
could prove to me that senior people didn't know. 

I know it was known that these guys were being 
looked at." Would you have made statements to 
that effect to the RCMP? 

A Yes, I — I don't dispute the quote. 

Q And when you said, "I know it was known that these 

guys were being looked at", can you be any more 
specific? 

A I can't be specific in terms of why they may be 

looked at, but I -- I would say that in line with 
my — my previous comments here, that in my view 
the information — my understanding of the 
information was that it — I was certainly not the 
only person in the department to — to become 
aware of this, and I believe that if the 
Stonechild case involved the death of a human 
being, and I would think that a case involving a 
death, that all aspects would be looked at, and 
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that's I think what I meant, and if there was 
anything at all to connect two officers with 
anything to do with that case, that it would be 
certainly looked at, yes. 

Q Now, that statement, "I know it was known that 

these guys were being looked at." Earlier there's 
reference to — well, let me ask it perhaps more 
properly. Who were you referring to when you say 
"these guys"? 

A Hartwig and Senger. 

Q Now, did you take any — as a result of hearing 

these stories and rumours, did you take any steps 
yourself to see whether the matters were being 
looked into or to raise them with senior people 
within the Saskatoon Police Service? 

A No. 

Q And why is that? 

A Because the information was not presented to me as 
new information being disclosed to me, it was not 
anybody reporting information to me, it was, as I 
say, rumour and talk in and around the police 
building. It seemed to me — it occurred to me 
that it was virtually common knowledge, and I 
didn't take any action on it. I assumed that 
action had already been taken on it if, in fact. 
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there was anything to it. 

MR. HESJE: Thank you, Mr. Maddin. Those are 

all the questions that I had. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Cross-examination? 

MR. FOX: We've been pretty good at sorting 

out cross-examination orders here. I wonder if we 
could have just another brief adjournment. I know 
we've adjourned once already, but I — I would — 
would want to — 

MR. FOX: Five minutes will be lots, thanks. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Fine. Five minutes it is. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 10:21 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 10:34 

A.M. ) 

MR. FOX: Thank you, Mr. Commissioner, I 

appreciate that. 

MR. FOX, examining: 

Q Mr. Maddin, I'm Aaron Fox, I'm counsel for 

Constable Hartwig. 

A Good morning. 

Q I'm just going to place these here, I may have a 
few questions on them briefly as we go along. 

A Certainly. Okay, yeah. 

Q Now, Mr. Maddin, just going back to — and I think 

you fairly commented that it's — there's a little 
difficulty in trying to remember or differentiate 
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between what you know or have heard at this time 
versus what your actual knowledge was in 1990. 
You've commented on that and — 

Right. 

— you're certainly not the first witness to have 
indicated that problem. You mentioned in your 
testimony that you had spoke with Constable Ernie 
Louttit or remembered having some at least contact 
with him about the Neil Stonechild death. 

I don't recall discussing it specifically with 
Ernie Louttit, but I believe my comment was that 
Ernie Louttit and I were in the same work group at 
around that particular time, and I just had an 
awareness that he had taken some sort of interest 
in this file and perhaps made some inquiries, but 
.1 don't recall a direct conversation with him. 
Okay. You were working "C" Platoon in 1990? 

Yes. 

And I take it from that Constable Louttit was on 
"C" Platoon as well? 

Yes. 

And, again, I take it that what you're referring 
to is that in 1990, and this would be a 
recollection at that time, that Constable Louttit 
had some interest in the death of Neil Stonechild 
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Yes. 

Okay. And do you know how that was conveyed to 
you in 1990? Do you know if that was as a result 
of others telling you that or Constable Louttit 
telling you that? 

Again, I don't have a recollection of a direct 
conversation with Constable Louttit about it. It 
could have been information circulating within the 
"C" platoon work group. I -- I don't know how to 
respond to that. I don't know. 

Okay. And you referenced that or you mentioned 
that when Mr. Hesje, Commission counsel, was 
trying to see if you were able to some way put a 
time frame on when you had heard the names Hartwig 
and Senger mentioned and — 

Right. 

— if I understand you correctly, and correct me 
if I'm wrong, as best you can, you would think you 
heard those names somewhere around the time that 
you heard that Constable Louttit was — had some 
interest in the Neil Stonechild death as well. 

I — I'm not so sure about that. It may have been 
after that when I first heard the — of the — 
became aware of a connect, a possible connect 
between Hartwig, Senger and that particular file. 
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I — I can't say for sure it was right in 1990. 

No. 

Not at all. 

No, and I'm not suggesting that you were, but I 
think you had indicated, and I don't — and I'm 
not sure and correct — advise me on this. When 
you became aware that Constable Louttit had some 
interest in the file, do you know if that was in 
1990 or 1991? Like, are you able to put that time 
frame down? 

Not precisely. It could have been sometime after 
he, in fact, made his inquiries into that case. 
Okay. 

I don't know. 

And, similarly, if — and I wasn't suggesting that 
you'd heard the Hartwig and Senger name mentioned 
necessarily in 1990, but if Constable Louttit was 
making inquiries in 1991, for example, that may 
have been around the time that you heard the 
Hartwig and Senger name mentioned as well? 

That's possible. 

Okay. And certainly it seemed from your evidence 
that there wasn't much question that the Hartwig 
and Senger name was out there. In other words, 
this wasn't really news or something that was 
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passed on to you in confidence, that sort of 
thing? 

No, not at all. As I said, it was — I did not 
interpret it as new information, disclosure 
information, or in the form of any sort of 
complaint or whatever brought to my attention. 

Had that been the case I would have acted on it. 
Sure. And certainly no recollection, for example, 
that it was given to you on the basis, gee, you 
know, I'm telling you this, but this is 
confidential, don't let anybody else know that 
Hartwig and Senger somehow might have been 
associated with Neil Stonechild. You didn't 
receive it in that — that way at all? 

No. 

Did you — do you recall, and I'm not sure if 
there would have been any reason for it, but do 
you recall, Mr. Maddin, if you looked at the 
investigation file dealing with Neil Stonechild in 
1990 or 1991? 

No, I have no recollection of reviewing the file 
at all. 

Have you ever looked at -- what we've got is P-61, 
is the copy of the file as it existed when 
Constable Louttit copied it, he — he made a copy 
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of it about December 5 th or 6 th , that's P-61. I'm 
just wondering if you — have you ever seen that 
file? 

No, I would say no, I have not. 

Certainly not back in 1990 or '91 you didn't see 
it at that time. 

No. 

Okay. And did you ever determine yourself in 1990 
or '91 exactly what involvement, if any, Hartwig 
and Senger might have had with Neil Stonechild? 
Like, did you make any sort of investigation? 

No. 

We know from the material that's before us and 
looking at P-61, I've turned to the report there 
of Inspector — or Sergeant Jarvis, which is dated 
November 30 th , 1990, and specifically page 2 of 
that report. 

Yes . 

Okay? 

Yes . 

And I'm just looking there on the first full 
paragraph, and it states, and this has been read 
in a few times, obviously, "On checking the calls 
dispatched I learned that Constable Hartwig had 
attended at this residence at approximately 2356 
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hours and cleared at 0017 hours on November 25, 
1990, being unable to locate the deceased." I 
take it you weren't specifically aware of that 
being in the file in 1990 or '91? 

That I was aware — 

Yeah. 

— of this — 

No — yeah. 

— dispatched call — 

Yes. 

— that Hartwig attended? 

Yes. 

I don't know that I was aware of that. 

Okay. Were you aware of whether it was on the 
report or not? 

No, not — 

No. 

No. 

Fair to say, though, anybody who looked at the 
report dealing with the death of Neil Stonechild, 
and I'll ask you to assume that P-61, which I've 
put in front of you is that, would very quickly, 
by reading the report, have determined that 
Constable Hartwig, in fact, had been dispatched 
late on November 24 th to deal with Neil Stonechild 
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in some way? 

A Yes, that's very clear here. 

Q And there certainly wouldn't appear to be any 
attempt to hide that fact — 

A No. 

Q -- when you read the report. I'm going to -- I'm 
going to ask you to look at Exhibit P-36, which 
also was placed in front of you. Do you recognize 
what — 


MR. FOX: And, My Lord, that's the hardcopy 

report dealing with the attendance at Snowberry 
Downs on November 24 th , 1990. That's the document 
I'm referring to. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well.. 

Q MR. FOX: Mr. Maddin, would you — would you 

recognize what that document is? 

A It's a summary, a computer-generated summary of 

the attendance of a complaint. 

Q Okay. And fair to say, and I -- and I'm leading 
you on this quite a bit, but fair to say it deals 
with a complaint that was made about a Neil 
Stonechild at Snowberry Downs apartment, 
apparently being drunk or causing a disturbance, 
something like that? 

A Yes. 
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And would it be correct that that record, which -- 


which you would recognize that as being a 
Saskatoon Police Service record? 

Yes. 

That record indicates that Constable Hartwig and 
Senger were dispatched to that call? 

Yes, it does. 

And it indicates that the dispatch took place at 
about 1156 on November 24 th or something 
thereabouts. 

Yes . 

And cleared at 0017 hours. 

Yes . 

And that it was a GOA, and do you understand what 
GOA means? 

Yes, gone on arrival. 

And that wouldn't be a particularly surprising 
result on — on a dispatch like that. 

No, very common. 

Very common. And so again, if you looked at the 
records, dispatch records or that record, one 
would find out very quickly that on November 24 th 
Hartwig and Senger had been dispatched for a 
complaint of causing a disturbance involving Neil 
Stonechild, and it appears, according to the 
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5534 Exam J. Maddin 

by Mr. Fox 

report, that he was gone when they arrived there. 

A Yes. 

Q And, again, if someone in November or December of 

1990 were trying to sort of see who Neil 
Stonechild might have dealt with in the time 
period prior to his death, looking at that report 
or that record one would come up with the names 
Hartwig and Senger? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you know or are you able to say at this time 

when you heard the names Hartwig and Senger 
mentioned in relation to the death of Neil 
Stonechild, that this may have been why it was 
mentioned, in the sense that, yeah, the records do 
.indicate that these two fellows were dispatched to 
deal with him on the night of November 24 th ? Are 
you able to say at this time? 

A No, I would have — then I would have no knowledge 
that there was documentation supporting any 
involvement that they may have had with Mr. 
Stonechild around that time. I didn't check it. 

Q Sure. And if someone did receive information, 

"Gee, I heard Hartwig and Senger might have been 
involved", a check of the records to show that 
dispatch would tell you what their involvement 
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5535 Exam J. Maddin 

by Mr. Fox 

was, at least according to the records that were 
filed? 

A Yes. 

Q And similarly it appears in the report, also, 

confirming that's what their involvement was. 

A Yes. 

Q And as I understand — just a couple of questions, 
and this relates to both the statement that's been 
filed that you gave to the RCMP and the CBC 
interview. In relation, going back to 1990 or 
1991, I understand from what you've said, "I heard 
reference to the names Hartwig and Senger in 
relation to the Neil Stonechild death." 

A Yes. 

Q Did not hear that they had done anything improper 
or that anything untoward had been done by them 
towards Neil Stonechild. No indication of that. 

A Correct. 

Q And had you, I take it, from what you've already 

told us, received any indication that something 
wrong had been done, and I recognize wrong covers 
a whole broad range of things, but something that 
would have caused you concern that they acted 
improperly in relation to Neil Stonechild, you 
would have followed up on that. 
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Yes, particularly if I was of the belief at that 
time that this information was new information 
being disclosed to me. I would have an obligation 
and duty to — to act upon it, yes. 

Okay. You were asked some questions in general 
terms in the CBC interview and again by Commission 
counsel about sometimes information is withheld by 
certain pods within the police service, that sort 
of thing. 

Yes. 

Okay. Sometimes that is done for very legitimate 
reasons. Would that be correct? 

Yes. 

That would be because maybe there's a particular 
trait to an investigation that you don't want the 
public to be aware of because it might contaminate 
evidence or statements obtained later on. That 
would be an example? 

Yes, it would. 

Or intelligence, for example, if I have an 
informant, I don't want people or maybe even other 
members to know who the informant is because of 
safety concerns, that sort of thing? 

Right. 

And, in fairness, someone might want to contain 
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information because it might incriminate them or 
something. That's a possibility, too. But just 
speaking in relation to the death of Neil 
Stonechild, in 1990 or '91 are you aware of any 
effort to contain or suppress or withhold 
information in relation to his death that in some 
way suggests that the Saskatoon Police Service, 
any of its members, whether Hartwig or Senger or 
anybody else, acted improperly in relation to that 
matter? 

A No. 

Q I just wanted to ask you a couple questions on — 
on procedure in 1990, and I'm not sure if you're 
going to be able to help me on this or not, and if 
you can't, don't hesitate to advise me, please. 
We've heard evidence that the report came in about 
Neil's body being — Neil Stonechild's body being 
found in the north industrial area of Regina — or 
Saskatoon, and Ident people went out there, a 
constable went out there, other — others went out 
and assisted. Then at some point in time 
constable — or Sergeant Jarvis was assigned the 
file and he was in Morality. Are you aware of the 
procedure that takes place in terms of deciding 
does the file get assigned — and I'll ask you 
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this first of all. I understand that the file 
would be assigned either to Major Crimes if there 
was a concern that it was a homicide or foul play 
involved, and if it was — if there were no such 
concerns it would go to Morality in the case of a 
sudden death. I'm just going to ask you first of 
all if you're aware of that. 

Yes. 

And I'm assuming somebody makes that initial call 
looking at the reports that come in from the scene 
and Ident and so on, this should go to Morality or 
this should go to Major Crimes. 

Yes, that can happen. And also that decision can 
be made by first responders at the scene. If 
there's apparent evidence of, for example, foul 
play or suspicious characteristics associated with 
the scene — 

Sure. 

— the first responder could — could request the 
involvement of say Major Crime as opposed to 
Morality. 

Okay. And fair to say, obviously, if it gets 
assigned to Morality, it doesn't mean it can never 
get over to Major Crimes, or if it's assigned to 
Major Crimes, it doesn't mean it might not 
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by Mr. Fox 

eventually end up in Morality, but somebody 
initially is going to make that call, and if I'm 
the sergeant in Morality and I'm assigned the file 
and it's been given to me as being assigned to 
Morality, obviously that call has been made by the 
time it comes to me. That would be fair to say? 

A Yes. 

Q That doesn't mean I can't change the call or 

question it, but at least on a preliminary basis I 
would know I'm receiving the file in Morality, 
somebody at least at this point in time doesn't 
view this as a homicide. 

A Right. But nor does it mean that a Morality 

officer cannot continue an investigation perhaps 
with some involvement or assistance from a Major 
Crime person -- 

Q Sure. 

A -- without transferring the file from one 

department to another. 

Q Sure, and I — and I — 

A Absolutely. 

Q — and I think you indicated that, and I -- that 
doesn't mean it has to say in one section or be 
exclusively even in one section, the investigation 
will continue, but there is some preliminary 
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assessment that takes place. 

Yes. 

When a report is prepared, like for example if — 
you've got P-61 in front of you. 

M' hm. 

The report that we were just looking at, the 
November 30 th report, have you got that there? 

Yes. 

Now, when that report is typed up and — and I 
know. My Lord, we've heard this evidence already 
sometime, I'm not sure when, but September or 
October, but when that report is typed up, do you 
know how many copies of that report are made? 

No, I — I don't recall, but it seems — seems to 
me that the — that the report sets, there were 
certainly multiple copies. I can't recall exactly 
how many, if it was five or six or whatever. 

Okay. And I know somewhere the evidence we've 
already got that. My Lord. My point being is that 
the report that goes on sort of the Morality file, 
if that's where it is, that isn't the only copy of 
that report. Other copies go up the line and 
other places as well, correct? 

Yes, there's of course the master copy. I think 
the Morality would get perhaps a working copy. 
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The master copy, the original, would likely stay 
i-n the Central Records area, my — my 
recollection. But there was also — say the back 
copy would go, for example, to perhaps other 
agencies, perhaps in this case to — to senior 
administration or to the media person or what have 
you. 

Q And would the staff sergeant in charge of this 
division see a copy of that report? 

A I would hope so. 

Q Yeah. Okay. So what I'm getting at is, for 
example, P-61, the particular report that I'm 
booking at concludes at page 4 — sorry, the end 
of page 3 it states, "More investigation 
required", and states then at the top of page 4, 
"Sergeant Brooks is now off on sick leave and will 
be off approximately the next six days", the 
sergeant is off leave for the next four days. "It 
is suggested with the possibility of foul play, 
that this file be turned over to Major Crime for 
immediate follow-up. The file is presently 
assigned to Sergeant Brooks 78." Now that's the 
report that goes on the Morality file, but that 
report would also — copies of that would be — 
would go to the various other places that you've 


Volume 29 



5542 


Exam J. Maddin 
by Mr. Fox 


referred to as well. 

Yes. 

And you would assume in the normal course that the 
staff sergeant in charge would see that report and 
see also the recommendation that the file be 
referred to Major Crimes. 

Absolutely, yes. 

And one — it's always a — it's always perhaps a 
risk in assuming anything, but if I filed that 
report and went off on leave for four days, I 
would assume that somebody is looking at my report 
when I come back after the four days. That would 
be a reasonable assumption? 

Yes. I believe, if I may comment, the entries 
that you just referred to — 

Yes. 

— indicate a sense of urgency with this file and 
I would — if I was the investigator I would 
absolutely expect it to be picked up by someone 
and followed up on. 

Right. And certainly that seems to be the message 
that's being delivered by the author of the 
report. 

That's what I would interpret, yes. 

Yeah. The last question I wanted to ask you, and 
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by Mr. Fox 

I'm not sure if you can just clarify this, and you 
may have more knowledge of this from your 
experience on the — on the Saskatoon Police 
Commission, but I understand that The Police Act 
in 1990 provided that if officers who were going 
to be suspended, the initial suspension was for 30 
days and they had to be paid for that first 30 
days? 

A Yes. 

Q And so that was the procedure laid out by The 

Police Act and the regs and. My Lord, if there's 
any question we can file copies of those, but — 
and then at the end of that 30 days a decision is 
made as to whether or not the suspension will 
continue, and at that point in time whether it 
will be with or without pay? 

A With or without pay, that's correct. 

Q Right. And are you familiar with the Munson and 
Hatchen suspensions? 

A To some degree, yes. 

Q Like as I understand, actually the — both the 
Department and the City wanted them suspended 
after the first 30 days without pay, it was the 
Saskatchewan Police Commission, ultimately, that 
determined that issue? And I don't want you to 
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guess. 

A Yes, I know the local board wanted the suspension 
to continue without pay, yes. 

Q And then you were — basically it was the 

Saskatchewan Police Commission or a hearing 
officer under The Saskatchewan Police Act who 
actually determined that issue? 

A I believe so, yes. 

MR. FOX: Those are all the questions I 

have, thank you very much. 

A Thank you. 

THE COMMISSONER: Mr. Hesje, did you intend to have 

the RCMP Interview Statement marked as an exhibit? 

MR. HESJE: Yes, I think it was put to him. 

I think it can fairly be marked as an exhibit. 

THE COMMISSIONER: It would be P-122? 

EXHIBIT P-122: RCMP INTERVIEW STATEMENT OF JAMES MADDIN 

THE COMMISSIONER: You're next in the pod, are you, 

Mr. Plaxton? 

MR. PLAXTON: Yes, I am, Mr. Commissioner. 

I will be awhile, I believe, with the witness. 
Would it be appropriate to have our morning break 
now or would you like me to proceed? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well., we've had a couple of breaks 

so I'm sure everybody's revitalized by that so why 
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1 don't you continue? 

2 MR PLAXTON: Thank you. 

3 THE COMMISSIONER: I should ask you this, though, Mr. 

4 Plaxton, to be fair to you, I'm not sure how long 

5 you will be with respect to this and if you think 

6 you need a break before you start you should say 

7 so. 


8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


MR. PLAXTON: Well, : . it might — I — I will be — 

I will be at least half an hour, or probably 
longer. 

THE COMMISSIONER: You should proceed then, that's 

f ine. 

MR. PLAXTON, examining: 

Q Mr. Maddin, my name's Plaxton, Drew Plaxton. I 

represent the Association. I believe we have met 

A Yes, we have. 

Q — a time or two previously in different lives. 

A Yes. 

Q Dealing with the history of your involvement with 

the Police Service I think there are — there is 
some other history that has continued beyond your 
retirement but we'll get to that in a second. 
Dealing with your history in the department there 
were some issues, I believe, that developed at one 


Volume 29 



5546 


Exam J. Maddin 
by Mr. Plaxton 

point concerning Deputy Chief Henderson. Do you 
recall that period of time? 

Yes. 

And approximately when was that? 

I would say around 1988 if we are talking about 
when the former Deputy Chief was arrested, I 
believe. 

Yes. 

It was in 1988, according to my recollection. 

Okay. And there was — the officers involved in 
that eventual arrest of Deputy Henderson were 
Scott, Zoorkan and Broste, is that correct? 

I recall that, yes. 

Okay. Now, was there a rift in certain sections 
of the police force around that particular event 
or some sort of cliques,, if you will, or groups 
that developed? 

I would say yes. I mean that particular 
investigation, that event was -- was relatively 
closed. I mean there were not a lot of people 
involved in it to my recollection. There were 
probably differing perspectives and points of view 
as to what it was all about around the department. 
And, given the fact it was the Deputy Chief of 
Police who was under investigation, that wouldn't 
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be surprising that it wasn't common talk? 

Yes, it was quite dramatic, actually. 

Okay, and it would be surprising that the 
intelligence concerning this particular operation 
was probably restricted to three, maybe four, 
maximum five different persons? 

I don't know how many but it would have been 
contained or restricted, yes. 

Okay. Now, you were on the outside of that 
particular investigation, correct? 

Yes. 

Now, as time went along we had who was then I 
believe Sergeant Scott. He was working cold file 
at that time, wasn't he, or something similar? 

X believe he was, yes. 

Okay. Coming up through the ranks; you, too, were 
coming up through the ranks, correct? 

Was trying. 

You ended up as inspector, as I understand? 

Yes. 

And that was the — that's the third most senior 
position in the service? 

You mean my ultimate — I actually ended up as a 
superintendent which, of course, was the third. 
Okay, third, yes. 
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i 

A 

by Mr. Plaxton 

Yes. 

2 

Q 

The only people you reported to were the deputy 

3 


and the chief? 

4 

A 

Right. 

5 

Q 

In the end result? 

6 

A 

Yes. 

7 

Q 

Scott, on the other hand, continued up and 

8 


eventually became chief? 

9 

A 

Yes. 

10 

Q 

He became chief in 1997? 

11 

A 

1996, I believe. 

12 

Q 

Six, okay. You quit the force in 1997? 

13 

A 

Right. 

14 

Q 

You then went into civic politics? 

15 

A 

Yes, I did. 

16 

Q 

You were elected to City Council first, was it in 

17 


1997? 

18 

A 

Yes, in October. 

19 

Q 

And that was a three-year term, as I understand? 

20 

A 

Yeah. 

21 

Q 

You then, in October of what would then be the 

22 


year 2000, ran for mayor of Saskatoon? 

23 

A 

Yes. 

24 

Q 

And one of your election platforms when you ran as 

25 


mayor for the city was reform of the Police 
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Service, was it not? 

It was an area of interest I had, yes. 

Okay, well, that was one of your stated areas of 
interest to the public? 

M'hm, I believe so. 

And was one of the portions of that platform the 
possible elimination of — or who would be then 
Chief of Police Dave Scott? 

No, I wouldn't say that. 

Well, Dave Scott indeed was bought out, was he 
not, early in the year 2001? 

I think in June of 2001, yes. He had actually — 
he was under contract to the Board of Police 
Commissioners and the — shortly after my election 
to mayor in October of 2000 I was — I assumed the 
chairship of the Board of Police Commissioners. 
Shortly after that the new council, including 
myself, determined — made decisions with respect 
to membership on the Board of Police Commissioners 
and the entire board was turned over, so a new 
Board of Police Commissioners was to take effect 
January 1, 2001. That occurred. Just before 
that, the outgoing board decided to renew Chief 
Scott's contract for a further three years and 
that was done in -- I believe in December of 2000. 
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Six months later the new board made a decision to 


act upon a termination clause in the agreement and 
that had been negotiated with Chief Scott and he 
was terminated without cause and, yes, there was a 
payout. 

And at that point in time you were chair of the 
Police Commission? 

Yes. 

Okay. Now, under The Police Act, as I understand, 
it is mandatory that the mayor be a member of the 
Police Commission. Was that your understanding? 
Yes. 

After this period of time you, as I understand, 
stood aside as chair but did retain your position 
on the Commission. 

That's correct. And assumed the position of vice 
chair. 

Okay. The Police Commission, of course, 
ultimately, without getting into the 
technicalities but you are the ultimate board that 
is responsible for the Police Service? 

Yes. 

With the chief running the place, right? 

Yes, the chief is considered to be the agent of 
the board. 
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Okay. Now, the rumours you say you heard 
concerning Hartwig and Senger, you cannot tell us 
when, who or where, correct? 

Right. 

Can you tell us even if that is actual 
recollection from '91, two, three, four, five or 
something you read in the papers? 

It's a recollection. 

Okay. This was during the period of time when you 
were a patrol sergeant, give or take or — 

Well, it was somewhere in that time. I don't — 
I'm unable to be specific about that, which I very 
much regret, but that just happens to be the way 
it is. I can't recall exactly when I heard that. 
The Police Service, would it be fair to say, if 
there is some element of possible wrongdoing or 
something similar is very vocal about it. An 
example, let's say Martensville. There were 
allegations there, I believe, of some officers 
being involved in improper activity. Is that 
correct? 

Yes, I think there were arrests made actually and 
charges laid in that case. 

Yeah, and that was all the talk, right, around the 
station? 


Volume 29 




5552 


Exam J. Maddin 
by Mr. Plaxton 


It was a topical issue, yes. 

When Deputy Henderson went down that was all the 
talk? 

It was a topical issue, yes. 

Okay. And what you can recall, if I'm correct, 
about the Hartwig and Senger rumours, if any, is 
there was at no time any wrongdoing attached to 
either of these officers. Am I correct in that? 

I was not aware of any specific wrongdoing, not at 

all. 

Okay, well, if we can perhaps look back on things, 
just to bring us up-to-date, as I understood you 
were elected mayor in 2000. You ran again in 
2003. The election was what, October 25 of this 
year? 

3T think 22nd. 

Twenty-second, okay, I'm sorry. You were not 
successful this go round? 

Right. 

Now, in the year 2000 people were talking to you 
about the Neil Stonechild matter, were they not? 

In the year 2000? 

Yes. 

I don't know. 

Well, how about the ROMP? 
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Oh, I'm sorry, yes, that's — that was the year, I 
believe, that the ROMP task force was formed. The 
task force, I believe, followed the much 
publicized topical issue involving the case of 
Darrell Night, I think, and Hatchen and Munson and 
my understanding is that it was in -- well, it was 
in the year 2000 when the task force was formed 
and commenced their investigation into a number of 
matters. 

Did you speak also with the newspapers? 

Yes, I think I did, yes. 

Washington Post? 

Yes. 

Steven Pearlstein? 

Sounds familiar. 

Okay. I've got an article off the Internet from 
the Washington Post dated, I believe, 28 February 
2000. Perhaps if I could show it to you. 

Sure. 

What we have, sir, is an article. The byline on 
it is, quote, "Indian Deaths Compound Troubles in 
a Canadian Prairie City, by Steven Pearlstein, 
Washington Post Foreign Service, Monday, February 
28th, 2000, page A09." If I can direct your 
attention, please, sir, to the third page of that 
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article, fourth last paragraph. 

Yes. 

Now, in that article there is mention of Messrs. 
Naistus, Wegner, Night and Stonechild. Am I 
correct? 

I haven't reviewed it to pick out all those names 
but -- I think Night, Wegner, Naistus. 

Naistus, last paragraph, page one. 

Stonechild, yes. 

Okay. Stonechild, he's fourth paragraph, page 
two. Mr. Pearlstein I assume is a competent 
journalist and would have asked you about all four 
of those persons? 

X don't recall exactly what his questions were 
during the interview. He may have, I don't know. 
Well, did you call him or did he call you? Start 
with that. 

He called me to my recollection. 

And there is a quotation attributed to yourself at 
page four, "'I'm saddened, disgusted, ashamed,' 
said Jim Maddin, a city councilman who spent 25 
years on the force before retiring. 'I know there 
is real frustration among the officers that the 
system doesn't support them. But that's no 
excuse.'" 
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Right. 

That, I think, is the only intelligence attributed 
to yourself in that article. 

That's all I can see. 

If you had any information concerning Officers 
Senger or Hartwig or any specific members of the 
City Police Force I assume you would have relayed 
this information to Mr. Pearlman [sic]? 

Yes, I don't recall any discussion with him 
specific to — to the Stonechild matter. The — 
the conversation, as I remember it, is -- was in 
more general — the more general terms of the 
problems in a Canadian prairie city. I don't — I 
just, I do not recall specific questions relative 
to the Stonechild matter during this interview. 
Dealing with an interview in the year 2000 
specifically referable to Neil Stonechild I assume 
you recall speaking with either Officers Warner or 
Lyons of the RCMP concerning this matter? 

I believe I had phone calls from Warner — in the 
year 2000? 

Yes. 

I may have had phone calls from Warner. I don't 
think I have any record of that. 

Okay. I have a document that may help you with 
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by Mr. Plaxton 

this. Firstly, I have Task Action Report 1725 
contained in the disclosure disk C I believe, 
together with the witness evidence summary 
provided and the witness statement provided by the 
RCMP disclosure. Perhaps if I can provide you 
with a copy of that. 

A Thank you. 

Q Now firstly in that bundle we have, in the task 

report, if you look at task 1725 it appears to be 
saying that Corporal Warner received some 
information concerning yourself and then it 
reports on the — I believe that would be 13th of 
December of 2000 Warner spoke to you by telephone 
and arranged an interview for the following day. 

He then states he was advised that it concerned 
Neil Stonechild and that it appeared by CPIC off¬ 
line searches that he had been working the date of 
Stonechild's death. Maddin agreed to check his 
notebooks concerning the relevant date. Does that 
sound like a conversation you had with Warner at 
that time? 

A Yes. 

Q The next day it appears you did meet with Warner. 
If I can have you turn over, I believe, three 
pages down where it is witness statement. 
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"Corporal Warner spoke with Jim Maddin. He had an 
opportunity to check his notes and determine that 
he had been working in cells the morning of Neil 
Stonechild's death and had recorded nothing 
relevant concerning the matter." Is that what you 
reported to Warner? 

Yes. 

And then the next paragraph, could you read that 
to us, please? 

I don't have another paragraph. That's the last 
entry on — 

He has nothing — oh, I'm sorry, are you looking 
at the witness statement? It's the last page in 
that group. 

The last page in Witness Evidence? 

Yes. 

What you just read to me is the last entry on this 
page. 

"He had recorded nothing relevant concerning the 
matter." There's now — another paragraph under 
that, is there not? Am I missing something or — 
Well, unless I'm on the wrong page here. 

Perhaps we've got a different copy. I think, sir, 
if you look — it says, "He had recorded nothing 
relevant concerning the matter." 
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A Yes. 

Q There is a paragraph under that. 

A Oh, there — yes, I'm sorry. 

Q And what does that state, sir? 

A It says, "He had no other information to offer." 

Q Well, I assume that was accurate? 

A Yes. 

Q Well, if you'd heard anything about Hartwig or 

Senger surely that is information that may be 
relevant, is it not? 

A Well, this — this comment was made in relation to 
Warner's inquiry with respect to perhaps if I was 
working that day or not is my understanding. I 
had no -- I had no — no notation of Mr. 

Stonechild that morning. We were off at 7:00 a.m. 
that morning as I recall and I had nothing further 
to offer. 

MR. PLAXTON: Could I mark that document, please, 

Mr. Commissioner? 

THE COMMISSIONER: P-123. 

MR PLAXTON: And I believe the Washington Post 

document has not been yet marked. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Let's make the Washington Post 

article P-123 and this P-124. 

EXHIBIT P-123 : WASHINGTON POST ARTICLE - "INDIAN DEATHS 
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COMPOUND TROUBLES IN A CANADIAN PRAIRIE CITY" 

EXHIBIT P-124: TASK/TASK ACTION REPORT AND WITNESS EVIDENCE 
OF JAMES MADDIN 

Q Thank you, sir. Now, surely, you being an 

experienced police officer, at that point you had 
risen up through the ranks over 20 odd years to a 
high position in the force, would know that 
Corporal Warner was asking about what you may 
generally know concerning the Neil Stonechild 
matter? 

A I think he was asking me specifically what actions 
or involvement I may have had on that particular 
day and I don't -- I don't know that he asked a 
general question. I have no recollection of that. 

Q Well, I'm just backing up in my memory banks here 
but I believe at this point in time you were 
mayor, were you? 

A No, I don't think so. What was the date? 

Q In the year 2000? I think it was — 

A Just a second. I'll have to check the date on 

this.. 

Q I think it was December 2000. 

A I'm sorry? 

Q I think it was December 2000. I'm not sure. 

A Oh, yes, yes, I was actually. 
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You were mayor, you were chief of the police 
commission. You were an officer of great 
experience and you took it that a member of the 
RCMP, a member of a special task force struck to 
investigate certain deaths in Saskatoon, when he 
came to visit you, you thought he was just asking 
you what you may know as a result of being the 
officer in detention that day and you didn't think 
he would like to know anything else you might have 
to offer? 

No, I don't remember being asked anything else. 
Well, I assume you wished to assist the 
investigation. Am I correct? 

Absolutely. 

And I'm just a little curious as to why, if indeed 
you had that information within your knowledge you 
would not relate that to the RCMP. 

I can't explain why I maybe didn't voluntarily 
offer it. I don't recall being asked about it. 
Obviously, according to the notes made by Warner I 
didn't volunteer it, so I guess I didn't. I don't 
know. I have no reason, no explanation for you. 

Is it likely, if you did have that information at 
all, it was irrelevant because there was nothing 
to indicate that these people had anything to do 
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with Stonechild? 

Possibly. And it also could be the fact that, as 
I have said before, that my understanding of that 
information is that it was knowledge around the 
Police Service, including perhaps senior personnel 
so I could easily have assumed that it was looked 
at, dealt with and done outside of my purview for 
sure. 

Could you have or did you? 

I'm sorry? 

Did you or just could you have? 

Could I have? 

Assumed that somebody had looked after it. 

I did — I did assume that because, as I said 
before, I -- I had no indication, no indicators to 
me that — that it was disclosure information, 
that it was new information, that it was 
information that I was receiving that I should 
attach to the investigation. It was, in my view, 
common knowledge. 

Well, it was obvious that there were concerns by 
the RCMP. You were mayor at the time. 

Right. 

Did you yourself make any inquiries as to what was 
going on or is there a problem here within the 
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force, any of that sort of thing? 

With respect to Hartwig and Senger and Stonechild? 
Yeah. 

I don't think specifically, no. 

Okay, you're mayor and chief of the police 
commission at this point in time. 

Right. 

The then mayor was — was it Mr. Szabo? Who 
replaced Mr. Scott? 

Russ Szabo, yes. 

Yes. I assume the mayor has the chief's ear. 

Yes. 

You didn't even pick up the phone to say, "Russ, 
what's going on? You know, brief me please." 

If you're referring to December 2000 keep in mind 
that Dave Scott was still the chief then. 

You didn't — okay, you didn't call Dave then? 

No, I didn't. 

Why? I'm curious, why would the mayor of the City 
of Saskatoon, whose police force is being 
investigated by the RCMP, who he himself is 
questioned by a member of the RCMP, would not pick 
up the phone and inquire of the chief what's going 
on? 

1 have no explanation for that. I mean keep in 
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mind I believe that this task force was looking 
at, I think, five cases of dead bodies turning up, 
not just the one from 1990. I think there were 
four others involved as well. I stand to be 
corrected but that's my recollection now. They 
had amassed a significant task force, assigned a 
lot of personnel to it. I have confidence they 
were doing a thorough investigation and they were 
doing their work and perhaps it just never 
occurred to me to make inquiries about the Neil 
Stonechild case at that time when I was mayor, 
make those inquiries of the former chief. I have 
no explanation for why I didn't. I didn't. 

Well, the fact there were four or five gentlemen 
in question, would that not make the issue even 
more burning in your soul? 

Absolutely, and I think reference to the 
Washington Post article, when I say I was ashamed 
and saddened and disgusted pretty much conveys how 
I felt about the entire matter, and I have those 
feelings today. 

Okay, but I'm a little confused as to why a person 
who then was councillor, now mayor and chief of 
the police commission, who is suffering these 
particular emotions would not call the Chief of 
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Police, ask for some sort of an update? 

The matter was being investigated by the RCMP and 
who knows who else, perhaps internally, I have no 
idea. 

Well, was the — 

No, I didn't talk to him. 

Okay, you didn't talk to him? 

No. 

Did you ask for a briefing of any variety from 
anyone concerning this particular matter? 

Not in December of 2000, no. 

Did you have any actual knowledge concerning any 
of these other gentlemen who had gone missing? 

,J: had a -- I had an awareness of the general -- I 
guess the general circumstances. The Darrell 
Night case was very prominent. 

M' hm. 

As a matter of fact, I was a member of council 
when that story broke. I was on the police 
commission as a council representative. I learned 
from a media person that Chief Scott was having a 
news conference about that particular case in the 
boardroom, the executive boardroom of the Police 
Station on a certain day and I had about half an 
hour to get over so I attended the news conference 
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myself. And subsequent to that, sometime after — 
dates I can't give you specifically but certainly 
perhaps just a few weeks after that I communicated 
to the then Mayor Henry Dayday and chair of the 
police commission, that I had some pretty serious 
concerns about it and maybe the board deserved a 
bit of an update as to what was going on with the 
Darrell Night case. So there was a board meeting, 
a meeting of the board in which Chief Scott was 
asked to update the board on the Darrell Night 
case and that's, I guess, a summary of my 
involvement in terms of trying to elicit more 
information or take some action in terms of 
getting updated. 

Q Well, throughout, correct me if I'm wrong but 

throughout there appeared to be no imputation of 
any wrongdoing by anyone in the police force In 
relation to Neil Stonechild. Is that accurate? 

A That would be accurate in my view, yes. 

Q And I think one of the reasons you're here today 
is when you saw fit to speak with the CBC in the 
year 2003 the statements you gave them could be 
interpreted to impute, or at least cause some sort 
of suspicion as to what may have surrounded Mr. 
Stonechild's disappearance. Does that make sense 
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A 


Q 


A 


Q 


A 

MR HALYK: 
Q 


A 


Q 


A 


Q 


A 


to you? 

I think statements are always subject to 
interpretation and interpretations can differ. I 
agree with that. 

If we can march along in history, in March of 2003 
I believe you then announced that you were going 
to be running again as mayor. Does that make 
sense? 

Yes. 

We have a newspaper article, this is 13 March 
2003, Saskatoon StarPhoenix. I wonder if I could 
show you that. 

Sure. Thank you. 

(Inaudible) 

MR. PLAXTON: This was a -- this was a document 

forwarded to you in the last week or so. Have you 
had a chance to look at that briefly, sir? 

Yes, I almost concluded here. I need about 
another 10 seconds. 

Okay, I'm sorry, go ahead, please. 

No problem. Yes. 

That article, I believe, reports to us, number 
one, that you have announced your candidacy for 
the mayor's seat again? 

Yes . 
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Q Further down, if I may quote, "Another name 

blowing in the mayoralty winds is that of former 
police chief Dave Scott." 

A Yes, I see that. 

Q Okay. In the end result, as I understand, he did 
not run for mayor but that appeared to be the 
intelligence at that point in time. 

A Yes, I think it was a rumour. 

MR. PLAXTON: Okay. Could we mark that, please, 

sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: P-125. 

EXHIBIT P-125: SASKATOON STARPHOENIX ARTICLE, MARCH 13, 2003 

Q MR. PLAXTON: Later that year, and I'm speaking 

now of approximately June of 2003, there were 
certain matters arising between the police 
commission and the police union and Chief Szabo, 
is that correct? Non-confidence vote, does that 
ring a bell? 

A Yes. I thought that was in May actually but June 
is pretty close, I think. I don't remember the 
exact date but I thought it was in May, or the 
results of the non-confidence vote may have been 
published in June. I'm not sure. 

Q Okay, I — 

A Around there. 
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by Mr. Plaxton 

Q Sir, if you'd hold on for a second — 

A Sorry. 

Q — Mr. Halyk would like a turn. 

MR. HALYK: Mr. Commissioner, you know, I -- 

I've found a lot of this interesting just as a 
matter of interest but I am starting to wonder as 
to the relevance of some of these issues with 
respect to the parameters of this Commission. 

It's certainly starting to sound like this is an 
occasion for the Association to air some of — or 
to air some of their grievances but I don't think 
this is the appropriate place and unless my 
learned friend can indicate the relevancy I'm 
going to object to the evidence. 

MR. PLAXTON: Mr. Commissioner, I can advise the 

reason I am visiting this history is this is at 
the same period of time he gave that statement to 
the CBC which people appear to believe is relevant 
to the proceedings. I'm attempting to get at how 
the statement came about and what was behind it. 

THE COMMISSIONER: The question you're being asked 

is how is that material to controversy between the 
police association and the chief of police. 

MR. PLAXTON: The — well,, it's not so much the 

chief, it's the board of police commissioners. 
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by Mr. Plaxton 

The exact controversy I don't think is — or the 
nature of it or what led up to it is not — is not 
particularly relevant. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Why does it matter then? 

MR PLAXTON: I would suggest if the witness is 

feeling there is some need to divert attention he 
may speak to the press or something similar. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, that's a conclusion you can 

draw from whatever has happened but I think you 
should proceed on with your other questions. 

Q MR. PLAXTON: Without getting into any details, 

there were issues? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, at this point in time the CBC then 
contacts you or did you contact the CBC? 

A They contacted me. 

Q And we've had entered into evidence portions of 

your interview of the 9th of June? 

A Yes. 

Q And you were asked in that interview, I imagine, 

not only about Neil Stonechild but also about the 
other gentlemen we've mentioned, Wegner, Naistus, 
et cetera? 

A I don't recall -- there may have been a suggestion 
of that or -- I don't know. I don't remember. 
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Q At this point in time you had no reason to believe 
there was any involvement with police with those 
other gentlemen? The exception being Darrell 
Night, of course. 

A Right. With Wegner and Naistus, yes, I believe 
that there have been a number of coroner's 
inquests and what have you and I don't believe 
there's been any connection between the police 
service and those cases directly, I guess, with 
respect to the death of those individuals. 

Q Well, no connection at all, right? 

A To my understanding, yes. 

Q Okay, now -- 

THE COMMISSIONER: Let's just pause there for a 

moment, though. The purpose of this inquiry is 
not to go off into other areas with respect to 
other persons and I thought we had established 
that early on that I don't want you going into an 
inquiry about what he did or didn't know about Mr. 
Naistus or somebody else. Let's confine ourselves 
to the Stonechild situation. 

MR PLAXTON: I don't intend to, sir, thank you. 

Q Now, dealing with what you told the press that 

day, now the words we have — are there portions 
of that interview that are not disclosed in this 
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particular item? 

A Referring to that June CBC interview? 

Q Yes. 

A Is that — well, I would think that not everything 
that was discussed is reported. 

Q Okay, but what we have reported is accurate as far 
as you're aware? 

A To the best of my recall. I don't have it before 
me any more but, yes. 

Q I am looking at the first paragraph of that 

particular interview, sir, and it says, "there 
were certainly concerns raised in and around the 
police service after the event." Well, that's not 
accurate, is it? 

A What event? I don't have it with me. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry. 

A Is this the Stonechild event? 

Q Yes. You don't have a copy of the CBC interview? 

A I don't. It was, I think — I think you took it 

back, did you? 

Q Perhaps I can get you another copy, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: It's P-121. 

THE WITNESS: Thank you. 

Q MR. PLAXTON: You now have the document, sir? 

A Yes, I do. 
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And it says, "With respect to Neil's" - 
"to the Neil Stonechild file, there were certainly 
concerns raised in and around the police service 
after the event." Now, what I'm putting to you 
is, that's not accurate? 

Not accurate? 

No. Can you tell me there were concerns? What 
I'm hearing is, no, there weren't concerns. 

I can't tell you what the specific concerns was. 
What I can tell you is that my understanding, my 
information was that the two names were associated 
to the Stonechild case and I don't know in what 
capacity. I don't know. 

Well, you're telling the press here there was 
certainly concerns raised. That's not accurate? 

I had no specific description of any concerns, no. 
Perhaps it was a poor choice of words at the time, 
I don't know. 

Well, would you agree with me it was an inaccurate 
choice of words? 

I would think that if two officers of the 
Saskatoon Police Service are in some way, shape or 
form implicated, either in reality or through 
perception or whatever have an involvement at some 
point in time involving the discovery of a 
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deceased person that — that that would be a 
concern to the investigator of that file, a 
concern to anyone supervising that investigator 
and a concern to anyone dealing with the file. So 
perhaps the term "concern" is — is inappropriate 
or inaccurate but the point being that if two 
officers are identified with a certain instance it 
needs — it needs to be, and I assumed was in fact 
being dealt with or had been dealt with. 

Well, looking at the sentence, sir, it says, 

"There are certain" — or rather, "There was 
certainly"; now when it says, "certainly," I 
assume that meant in your mind that this was a 
reality, this was something that did occur; it is 
something you know? 

Something I'd heard, yes. 

Okay. Concerns raised. I'm asking what concerns 
were raised? 

I don't know the concerns that were raised. I 
would think, though, that it would be 
investigated, checked into, verified, confirmed, 
dismissed, whatever, if these two officers had any 
involvement whatsoever and that that would be 
documented and attached and I think we've already 
seen further reference to the file by Mr. Fox that 


Volume 29 



THE 

THE 

THE 


9 

10 

11 

12 

13 THE 

14 THE 

15 

16 

17 THE 

18 THE 

19 

20 THE 

21 THE 

22 

23 

24 

25 


557 4 Exam J. Maddin 
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there is — there is containment in Jarvis's 
report of an involvement, at least with one of 
those officers, or both. 

COMMISSIONER: Mr. Maddin, ; it seems to me — 

WITNESS: I'm sorry. 

COMMISSIONER: — that what you're saying here, 

your use of the word "concern" is connected to the 
later words in the same paragraph, that there may 
have been some involvement by a couple of members 
of the police service with Mr. Stonechild. Is 
that a fair construction to place on — on what 
you're saying there and is that the connection? 

WITNESS: Yes. 

COMMISSIONER: I'm not reading your mind but it 

seems to me that you say there were concerns and 
the concerns related to a possible involvement. 


WITNESS: 
COMMISSIONER: 

statement? 
WITNESS: 
COMMISSIONER: 

Q MR. PLAXTON: 


I would agree with that, yes. 

Am I correctly interpreting your 


Yes . 

It seems clear to me. 

What concerns were they? 

X don't know specifically because I don't know 
what specific involvement these officers may or 
may not have had. I don't know 
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by Mr. Plaxton 

Q You're assuming from what you had heard that there 
were concerns. Is this why you're reporting this 
to the press? 

A Yes. 

Q Later in that statement there is — or in that 
interview there's a statement that is, I think, 
quite alarming if you were portraying the words as 
you stated them, which is, "I think that's quite 
understandable," or rather, "it's quite 
understandable, certainly to me, and yes there 
were groups working within the police service that 
were successful in keeping information contained." 
Now, to me at least, sir, that appears to have a 
rather ominous air about it. Would you agree with 
me? 

A It depends, I guess. It could be ominous, I 
suppose. 

Q And were you intending to speak of the Neil 
Stonechild matter? 

A i think the follow-up sentence pretty much 

explains that. Says, "Now, whether this case fell 
into that, one of those categories, I can't say." 
And I can't say. I can't say if information was 
contained with respect to any aspect of the 
Stonechild file. I have no idea. 
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Do you have any reason to believe any information 


concerning files of this nature was contained in 
the sense that it was improperly not disclosed? 

I don't think improper disclosure but I think 
another example that has been raised here already 
that I have responded to is the case of Vern 
Henderson where I think there is a general 
acknowledgment that that was a fairly closed and 
secure file because of its importance, because of 
its impact involving a deputy chief. That file, 
to my understanding, was not — details of that 
file were not widely known to a great number of 
people in the Saskatoon Police Service but 
certainly those who worked on it, I would assume, 
knew all about it. 

Well — 

That's just — if I just may continue, to me 
that's an example of containment. 

Well, would you not agree with me the innuendo in 
your statement, after being asked about the file 
being destroyed in the paragraph before, why the 
case was dropped in the paragraph before, is not 
the innuendo, you're saying, well, there are 
secrets in police force; I'm not sure if this is 
one but there are certainly secrets. Wouldn't it 


Volume 29 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


557 7 Exam J. Maddin 

by Mr. Plaxton 

be a natural assumption someone would take that, 
hey, he's saying something bad occurred, there's 
some sort of conspiracy or this certainly is a 
possibility? 

A I was very curious as to why perhaps the file had 
been destroyed. I still don't understand why the 
file disappeared or was destroyed or what have you 
because I think information has come forward that, 
had it not been for Constable Louttit who copied 
it, we wouldn't even have a file to refer to is my 
understanding. Maybe I'm wrong, I don't know. 

Q Okay, well -- 

A But that I would find alarming that files either 
go missing or become destroyed. 

Q Okay, at this point in time you're still mayor, 
you're on the police commission -- 
THE COMMISSIONER: Let's just pause for a moment. 

Your question wasn't answered. 

Q MR. PLAXTON: I'm sorry, go ahead. 

A I'm sorry? 

THE COMMISSIONER: No, no, your question wasn't 

answered. Maybe you intend to move on but I'd be 
interested in the answer. What Mr. Plaxton is 
saying to you, Mr. Maddin, is that the use of 
those words raises a negative connotation, unlike 
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by Mr. Plaxton 

the Henderson situation where "containment", in 
quotes, was necessary to maintain the integrity of 
the investigation. He's suggesting to you that 
what you're saying in this context is that 
containment was inappropriate, not justified, and 
that there was some, if not sinister, doubtful 
reason for it; do I correctly understand your 
question? 

MR. PLAXTON: Yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: What's the answer to that? 

THE WITNESS: I'm not aware of any sinister 

motivation to contain information on the 
Stonechild file and, as I say. My Lord, as I 
indicated and quoted here that whether this case 
fell into that — one of those categories I cannot 
say. And I cannot say that, that there was 
containment on the Stonechild file. I don't know 
that there was. 

Q MR. PLAXTON: Why, then, did you make that 

comment to the press? 

A It was a long interview and we covered a lot of 

areas and I don't know. I don't know why that was 
reported and nothing else was or other aspects 
were not. 

Q Okay, you're an educated man, you're a politician. 
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you're familiar with the press. Are those correct 
statements? 

A Somewhat, yes. 

Q Which statement do you disagree — disagree with, 
sir? 

A Okay, I'll agree to those. I have some 

familiarity but not total familiarity with the 
press. 

Q As the old joke is, I say to the witness, "You 

look like a man of intellect." You say, "But, but 
for me being under oath, I would return the 
compliment." 

A I'll remember that one. 

Q Dealing with the statement itself, though, sir, do 

you agree with me it creates a wrongful 
impression? 

A I — I agree with you that it — that it certainly 
could, yes. I agree with that. 

Q Now, you spoke again with the RCMP in the year 

2003 as I understand. Superintendent McFadyen and 
Staff Sergeant as he then became Lyons. Does that 
make sense? 

A Yes. 

MR PLAXTON: I believe this may be marked 

already. This is the summary of the interview of 
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I believe it would be June 17th. Would that be 
P-1 — 

THE COMMISSIONER: It's P-122, isn't it? 

MR PLAXTON: Thank you. 

Q Now there, if I can take you, say, halfway down 
the page, sir, the officers report, "Maddin 
recalled that when he was interviewed three years 
ago, he told the investigator about the 15 year 
old (Ken King) drop off but didn't talk about the 
Neil Stonechild matter." Is that accurate? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, if I recall your evidence of a few moments 
ago you told us when you were interviewed by the 
RCMP in the year 2000 you only thought they were 
asking you about whether or not Mr. Stonechild had 
been in detention. Is that what you stated 
earlier? 

A That's a discussion I -- I believe I had with Mr. 
Warner. Also in the year 2000 I was interviewed 
by the RCMP over in their 8th Street detachment 
with respect to the task force investigation and 
that's the time that I talked about the Ken King 
situation and I can't recall the name of the 
investigator. He was an RCMP officer assigned to 
the task force. I believe he was based out of 
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North Battleford. 

Was that another interview then you're saying? 

Yes, I was — 

Because I don't think we have — 

I was called to the — by the RCMP to be 
interviewed by the task force member and that was 
the gentleman — it's at that time that I was 
discussing any knowledge about any drop-off, the 
only one that I recalled, and I believe there was 
a documented case on, was the one involving Ken 
King back in the late seventies and I told him 
that at that time. 

Okay. You were then asked by the RCMP concerning 
your statement to the CBC about information being 
contained. Now, at that point in time I believe 
you stated there were groups that withheld 
information and is that going back again to the 
matter involving Henderson or what are you talking 
about there? 

I used the Henderson example as an example of — 
of a relatively closed investigation. It is my 
opinion and my view and indeed in my mind 
certainly my experience through my years on the 
Saskatoon Police Service that the transference of 
information from one investigative group to 
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another or individuals one to the other was not 
always open to people, and that's why I'm saying 
that there were perhaps cliques or silos of 
investigators who worked more together with others 
and didn't share information. I think the sharing 
of information is a problem for an awful lot of 
police agencies. Saskatoon Police being no 
exception. 

Later in that interview you're asked who they 
could talk to concerning this matter. You then 
listed off a number of present and/or former 
officers? 

Yes. 

O'Hare, Neale, Scott, Simpson, Smokey Martin, et 
cetera. Correct? 

Yes. 

They then asked, "Maddin was asked who might have 
been responsible for the oversight of such 
information and he gave the names, Quinn, Scott, 
Glen Thomson, A1 Molle, David Scott" — or rather 
Dave Scott, it goes on to say "was working cold 
case." Now, what information were these people 
overlooking or what were you getting at there? 

What I was doing was trying to recall who may have 
been in a supervisory capacity back at that time 
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with respect to the Stonechild case and I — I had 
no recollection of who was supervising what work 
units at all back then. I was tossing out some 
names of people who potentially might have been 
supervisors perhaps of the investigator or 
supervisors that may have some knowledge of the 
case. I didn't know who to refer them to directly 
so I tossed out a few names of senior people. 

I'm a little curious as to why, if you -- well, 
let's back up a second. When did you come to the 
belief that discussions in the station house 
concerning Hartwig and Senger may be relevant to 
the Stonechild matter? When did you first think 
that was relevant? 

When I heard the information and as I have said a 
number of times unfortunately I cannot be specific 
as to when I heard that and who I heard it from. 

I believed it was a general knowledge type of 
information that Hartwig and Senger's names had 
been in some way, shape or form, connected to the 
Stonechild file and indeed, had that been the 
case, I would have assumed, hopefully correctly, 
that it would have been looked into. 

Well, when you're talking to the RCMP in your 
capacity as the then detention sergeant you don't 
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mention anything about rumours in the station 
house about these two officers. When you're 
talking to the RCMP in their capacity as a, quote, 
"task force" which as I understand is another 
interview you speak of, I assume you didn't 
mention it then either. Am I correct? 

I don't think so, no. 

When you're talking to the RCMP both of those 
occasions you did not mention to them either that 
there was groups within the police force that, 
quote, "contained information." Am I correct in 
that? 

I'm not sure. I may have had that discussion with 
them but I don't think it's reported here as I see 
it, but I may have. I don't know. I can't answer 
that definitively yes or no. 

Well, you're a police officer of some considerable 
experience. Would you agree with me the RCMP 
officers you were dealing with appeared also to be 
experienced police officers? 

I would say so. 

And if someone, especially the mayor of the 
village who was also a retired superintendent said 
to them there are forces within the services that 
are containing information, they certainly would 
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have followed up on that. 

I assume so. 

Okay. Well, they did, didn't they? 

I — I don't know. 

Well, what I'm really curious about, sir, is you 
have this information, you say, and you believe 
it's important. You know the RCMP are 
investigating this matter. Why is it you choose 
to convey this information to the world through 
the news media rather than either Saskatoon City 
Police, the RCMP or something similar? 

I don't recall -- I don't know if I was asked 
specifically about the Stonechild case when I 
spoke with the task force back in 2000. The 
Stonechild case was — was an old file. I think 
that the focus was on the more recent cases. I 
believe there four other cases that the task force 
was looking at and I really don't remember 
discussing the Stonechild case at that time. 

Well, let me put it to you, sir, that perhaps when 
you were relating to the CBC that there were 
groups within the police force that were 
containing information, that was not anything to 
do with Stonechild, that was to do with you. 

With me? 
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Yes, and not in relation to Stonechild, but in 
relation to a homicide investigation. 

Yeah, I would say it wasn't specific to the 
Stonechild case because I don't know if 
information was contained in that case. 

I'm suggesting you may have been projecting in 
this matter. Let's recall back, if you will, 
before you left the force you were in Major Crime 
or Homicide? 

For about 16 months, I think, yes. 

You investigated a shaken child death. Does that 
ring a bell, without mentioning names? I think 
it's still an open file. 

Yes, I think so. 

Okay. The allegation was that someone was in 
charge of a child. I believe he was babysitting 
the child and he — the allegation, at least, was 
had shaken the child and the child died. Does 
this ring a bell with you now, sir? 

Yes. 

Okay. When you left — you had done an interview 
with this particular gentleman, a videotape 
interview? 

Yes. 

When you — and you had notes concerning the 
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interview, right? 

M' hm. 

When you left the service you took with you that 
videotape and your police officer's notes. Is 
that correct? 

Yes, I think I did, yes. 

Well, you're sure you did, right? 

I believe I did, yes. 

Okay, let's refresh your memory around this. 

Okay. 

After you left the file was turned over to 
Sergeant Murray Glen. Does that ring a bell? 

Yeah. 

Murray Glen asked you on a number of occasions, at 
least twice or twice, for a conclusory report or 
an update or evidence concerning this matter? 

Yes, I remember speaking to him about it and I do 
believe that he was interested in — in the 
conclusion that I had arrived at, yes. 

Well, he was more than interested. He was 
demanding a conclusion, wasn't he? 

I don't know if he demanded or not. 

Okay. After you didn't give the information to 
Murray Glen, you had this information, didn't you? 
Yes. 
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Q And it wasn't recorded in the police file, was it? 

A I'd have to review the reports that I did leave in 

that case. I don't -- I don't remember what 
specifically may have been included in that file 
or not. I don't know. I can't answer that 
directly. 

Q Why didn't you give Murray Glen this information? 

Why didn't you give him a conclusion report on the 
file? 

A There were circumstances attached around that file 
that I thought were going to have a detrimental 
impact on myself. 

Q You screwed it up, right? 

A I made mistakes on that file, absolutely I did. 

Q You made mistakes on the file. You took the 
information from the police department. They 
demanded the information back from you on a number 
of occasions, correct? 

A And the information has, in fact, been forwarded 
through. 

Q Okay, let's go through, though, what happened. 

Murray Zoorkan demanded the information. 

A Yes. 

MR. HESJE: I'm concerned where we're going 

here. It's an issue that's been raised before and 
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ironically it's one that's been raised by Mr. 
Plaxton, that we're going into allegations of some 
sort of misconduct it appears that it's not 
obvious has anything to do with this or — 

THE COMMISSIONER: You should come to the microphone, 

Mr. Hesje. 

MR HESJE: Welly in the past Mr. Plaxton, and 

I think rightfully, has raised concerns that when 
we get into allegations or suggestions of other 
potential wrongdoing, that it opens the — unless 
the Commission is prepared to go down and look at 
that, it has the potential to raise unfair 
conclusions or opinions without the factual basis. 
X don't think, unless there's some compelling 
connection to this incident to the matters we're 
now investigating, I don't believe it's 
appropriate to go down there. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I think the difficulty, Mr. Hesje, 

is that what Mr. Plaxton is suggesting is the 
language used by Mr. Maddin in the news report on 
.its surface suggests some inappropriate conduct on 
somebody's part vis-a-vis cases such as the 
Stonechild case, but that that is rooted in 
another issue, another file. That is, the file 
relating to the shaken child. And he's suggesting 


Volume 29 



5590 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


Exam J. Maddin 
by Mr. Plaxton 

to Mr. Maddin, I believe, that when he talked 
about containment, what he was complaining about 
was some action in the police service related to 
that case, not some other case. Is that a correct 
characterization of your question? 

MR. PLAXTON: That's correct, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I think it's an attempt to 

try and indicate that there may be some other 
reason for him having used that language, but you 
should -- let's keep this focused, Mr. Plaxton, 
and not go on and on about it. Ask your question 
and then go on. 

Q MR. PLAXTON: Okay, Murray Glen asked you a 

number of times, correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Then the then Sergeant Zoorkan, who came into 

possession of cold files, asked a number of times. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But. isn't your question simply, 

was his use of the word "containment" related to 
his unhappiness, complaint, whatever, about some 
other file? Isn't that it? 

MR. PLAXTON: It goes a little further than that, 

sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I mean as — and I tend to 

agree with Mr. Hesje that this is turning into a 
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fairly long, detailed critique of Mr. Maddin's 
conduct, and I don't think that's necessary to put 
the question to him. You've already gone through 
the preliminaries. Ask him the question. 

MR. PLAXTON: Well, firstly, you did turn the 

information over eventually, correct? 

Yes. 

And that was through your lawyer? 

Yes. 

Was your reluctance to go to the RCMP with your 
information you say you had concerning Mr. 
Stonechild due to the fact that it was the self 
same Staff Sergeant Lyons that was investigating 
you? 

I know Staff Sergeant Lyons was doing the 
investigation. I had spoken with him about this 
on a number of times, but, yes, the information he 
requested was eventually forwarded through my 
lawyer, yes. 

Okay. The information -- or the investigation, 
though, or questioning at least by the RCMP 
concerning — and I'm speaking now of the shaken 
child file — you were being questioned, right? 

Yes. 

And it was Lyons from the RCMP who was questioning 
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you? 

Yes, it was. 

It was Lyons from the RCMP who was on the task 
force concerning Stonechild, correct? 

I don't know. 

You never spoke to Lyons? 

From the task force? 

M' hm. 

Lyons and McFadyen visited me earlier this year in 
2003. That was connected to the task force. I 
don't know -- when I had my interview by the task 
force members — or member — at the RCMP 
detachment, it was not Lyons that I spoke to, to 
my recollection. 

Okay. Well, it was Lyons you spoke to in 2003 
after you spoke to the press, we know that. 

Yes, he and Chief Superintendent McFadyen visited 
me. 

Okay. If we can back up to the original tack 
then, would you agree with me, sir, if anyone was 
to take any sort of a negative inference about 
containment of information from the interview you 
gave CBC, it had nothing to do with Neil 
Stonechild or the investigation of Neil 
Stonechild's untimely demise? 
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A I have no information that any data on that file 
was contained. 

Q Okay. And if anyone were to take that from the 
interview, it obviously is unwarranted. 

THE COMMISSIONER: He's answered your question. He's 

answered your question. 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I expect there will be other 

questions. I'll be directed by counsel as to how 
you wish to proceed. We must leave this room by 
12:30. I don't want to ask counsel to divide his 
or her examination, but is there anyone who wants 
to try and examine — cross-examine Mr. Maddin in 
the time we have left to us? 

MR. STEVENSON, examining: 

Q Mr. Maddin, I'm Ken Stevenson and I represent 

Keith Jarvis. 

A Yes. 

Q I just have a few questions and I want to relate 

back to your experience as a Major Crimes Unit 
.investigator, the policies and procedures that may 
have been in place after 1988 dealing with 
suspicious deaths. Are you familiar with those 
policies and procedures with the Saskatoon Police 
Service? 
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I may be able to respond to some questions with 

respect to that, but I wouldn't suggest that I 

have a total command of all of those policies, no. 

Maybe in a general sense. 

I want to look first at Exhibit P-117. 

Yes. 

And it talks about a call being received in 
Communications -- well, back up, it's a directive 
from Superintendent McCorriston in respect of 
sudden death and homicide investigations. Were 
you familiar that there was such a directive 
issued by Saskatoon Police Service? 

Yes. 

And it refers to what should happen when a call is 
received in the Communications pertaining to the 
death of a human being. 

Yes. 

And such as in this Neil Stonechild case, if a 
call was received in Communications this is the 
protocol which should be followed. Is that your 
understanding? 

Yes. 

Okay. And it says that "... in addition to 
dispatching the nearest mobile unit, an Area 
Sergeant and/or Major Crimes Sergeant shall also 
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be dispatched to the scene to supervise and take 
an active part in the investigation as required." 
Was that normal, standard practice within the 
Saskatoon Police Service after this memorandum or 
directive was issued through November of 1990? 

It certainly was standard practice, to my 
recollection, that a supervisor, in other words, 
an area sergeant be dispatched to all cases of 
sudden death, yes. 

Then the directive goes on to say that, "The 
Investigation Staff Sergeant will also be directed 
to attend the scene as overall co-ordinator and 
person accountable for all aspects of the 
investigation until satisfactorily concluded." 

Yes. 

Again, was that a practice and procedure followed 
in the Saskatoon Police Service? 

I would say yes, it's certainly contained in the 
order. Whether it happened in each and every 
specific case I couldn't say, but I would think 
generally, yes. 

But if a case was looked at by people attending on 
the scene — and Mr. Fox amply covered a lot of 
this and I won't repeat it — but if someone on 
the scene looked at it and made a decision that 
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it's a clear homicide, then there's a protocol 

that would have been followed. Is that correct? 

Yes. 

Okay. And would that normally then have included 
an investigations staff sergeant as talked about 
here? 

Yes, it would. 

If someone on the scene made a call that this is 
not — there's no suspected foul play, might that 
not then be followed, or was that never followed 
in those cases? 

I guess it's possible that it may not be followed 
if the first responder or whoever has made that 
determination, then I would think that the scene 
would be treated as a — as a death as opposed to 
a suspicious death or a potential homicide, and 
perhaps Major Crime would not be called out or 
sent to the scene in that case. 

And certainly on this file, and you may be 
familiar with it, Ident went to the scene. The 
dog — Canine came to the scene. Patrol Sergeant 
Petty was on the scene. I take it then he would 
have been the area sergeant who would have looked 
after it? 

Yes, and it was my — certainly in accordance with 
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the policy, but also my personal belief that any 
person I was supervising in or around that time 
that went to a case of death, that you do in fact 
make sure that the supervisor goes to the scene, 
and the supervisor can assist, if not indeed make 
the call for further enforcement or further 
-investigators. 

Sure. And that decision would then appear in the 
police reports and which would go to the police 
station, the occurrence report, and based upon 
that a staff sergeant reader would assign the file 
for follow-up investigation. 

Yes, there have been different ranks in the reader 
capacity, but I think perhaps it seems to me that 
around this time it was a staff sergeant position. 
In recognition of the responsibility and the 
judgment, of course, that would have to be 
exercised by the reader in the assignment of cases 
idke this. 

Yes. Prior to this we had a case preparation 
function where police personnel were assigned to a 
case prep office and they — they were responsible 
for assembling files in preparation for court and 
that sort of thing. However, when that — when 
that unit was disbanded or removed, that 
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responsibility largely fell to the readers. 

Okay. And when we look at this directive it 

speaks of the position of the investigations staff 

sergeant. In or about 1990 do you have any 

knowledge who would have held that position or 

which persons would have held that position? 

In terms of rank or — 

Or individuals if you — 

Well, I would need some prompting, I guess. I 
don't recall who was reader at that time. 

Well, I'm not sure — well, is that what that's 
called, the investigations staff sergeant, and I 
want to look at the directive because it says that 
person is also to — directed to attend the scene 
as overall co-ordinator and person accountable for 
all aspects of the investigation until 
satisfactorily concluded. 

That would not be the reader. 

No. 

The investigations staff sergeant would be the 
staff sergeant in charge of Major Crime, Morality, 
GIS functions. I believe they all had staff 
sergeants in charge. 

Sure. So that's what we'd be looking at, if it 
was assigned as a Morality file, then the Morality 
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senior officer is responsible for a) attending the 


scene, b) to be the overall co-ordinator of the 
file and the person accountable for all aspects of 
the investigation until satisfactorily concluded. 
t would agree with that, yes. 

All right. And under that directive that person 
is the one who is supposed to make the decision 
and call as to whether or not the investigation is 
satisfactorily concluded. 

Yes. 

Okay. And if you were the Morality sergeant in 
the field doing the investigation, that's not your 
call as to whether or not it's satisfactorily 
investigated. 

Not in accordance with this directive. 

No. And certainly the Morality staff sergeant 
wouldn't be the overall co-ordinator of the file, 
nor responsible for overall co-ordination of the 
file. 

No, I suppose it's possible, Mr. Stevenson, that 
the staff sergeant could delegate that 
responsibility to one of his sergeant 
investigators. I don't know, but it's possible. 
But that would be clearly done by some directive 
or response or we'd have had some evidence that 
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that occurred. 

I would say. 

Yes. Because otherwise if you simply go to work 
after a body is found, you come to work in the 
afternoon, you pick up the file or you're given 
the file later on, it says it's a sudden death, 
would you, in your experience, have treated that 
as a suspicious death, one of foul play, if you 
were a Morality officer getting the file in those 
circumstances? 

Well, it certainly would depend on the 
circumstance. I would want to know as much as I 
could about it and — and satisfy my own mind and 
my conscience as to whether the appropriate action 
or avenues had been pursued. 

And if you had questions you would, I think, as 
Mr. Fox covered, you may well then refer it as a 
Morality officer to Major Crimes. 

Absolutely. 

And at that time it was the responsibility of 
Major Crimes to investigate suspicious deaths. 

Yes 

Okay. Now, with a referral, and it was touched 
briefly, who then would be responsible for making 
a decision on a request from an investigator that 
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the file go to Major Crimes? If the staff 

sergeant in the field made that — or the sergeant 

in the field made that request, who was 

responsible to decide whether it goes or doesn't 

go? 

My assumption would be the staff sergeant of that 
section if it indeed was a — that request was 
made by a member of Morality, that the Morality 
staff sergeant ought to follow up on that and 
ensure that the other agency or the other 
department is involved and called in. 

Sure. And in your experience were you familiar 
with those types of requests? Did you ever have 
requests from Morality to take over a file? 

Yes. 

Okay. And what did you do or what was your 
experience as to what would have happened? 

Well, often -- in my experience — you're talking, 
about, I guess, when I was assigned a major crime 

Yes. 

— correct? Sometimes files would come over from 
other departments or other operating units, I 
should say. Morality being one. Youth being 
another perhaps, and they would come to Major 


Volume 29 



5602 


Exam J. Maddin 
by Mr. Stevenson 

Crime and be assigned to one of us for — for 

further work. 

Were you — in your experience did you turn down 
those files or refuse to take them on? 

No, I don't recall ever doing that. 

And if that process were followed and the file was 
not taken over by Major Crimes, based upon the 
request and what you described as probably an 
urgent request from the investigator, but rather 
just goes back to the Morality officer, is there a 
message in that? 

Well, I -- if I can put it this way, Mr. 

Stevenson. If I was the investigator in a case 
like that and I requested it go to Major Crime and 
it didn't, I would be darned upset about it. 

Sure. 

Because I'm calling in expertise to assist with 
the investigation and if it isn't provided, I 
would want to know why and I would be upset by 
that. 

Or someone may have suggested, "Look, don't worry 
about it, it's not foul play. We've got an 
autopsy report that shows no violence to the body, 
it's a sudden death, no suspicious death, no foul 
play indicated", what would you do then? 
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A Well, if I was — if I'm following your question, 
again to put myself in that position as an 
investigator, I would be -- I would be very 
concerned that if the file is mine, assigned to me 
— any death is a serious matter. — assigned to 
me for follow-up, if I requested additional 
resources from another agency, another specialty 
unit, i.e. Major Crime, and it didn't -- wasn't 
forthcoming, I would be upset, as I said before, 
and I feel that as an investigator, the assigned 
investigator to that case, I believe, would be 
entitled to all reports and all action taken with 
respect to that file. It's my file. I'm carrying 
the file. I'm responsible for the investigation. 

Q But, as I understand it. Morality officers were 

not assigned or responsible for Major Crimes Unit 
suspicious deaths. 

A Morality officers, if I recall correctly at that 
time, were responsible for investigating sudden 
deaths, however, if there was any suspicion of 
foul play or any suggestion that perhaps it was a 
homicide, I would think that it would go to Major 
Crime, which was a specialty unit, whose mandate, 
if I recall also, was to investigate matters of 
that nature as well as armed robberies and the 
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like. Robbery homicide, if you like. 

Right. And if you look at one of the other 
exhibits in front of you. Exhibit P-118 — 

Yes. 

— again a directive from Superintendent 
McCorriston in October, October 27th, 1988, it's a 
directive in respect of support a Major Crime 
Investigative Unit. Is that what you were 
referring to, that concept? 

Yes. 

Okay. So, in conclusion then, a sergeant with the 
file in Morality who makes a request for Major 
Crime because of his concern there might be some 
evidence of foul play, as a peace officer could 
reasonably expect that someone would review it and 
follow up and actually move that file if there was 
any basis for looking at foul play. 

Yes, and if there was — if there was any 
requirement for the investigator to continue 
investigation, negotiate a change of days off in 
order to continue for continuity purposes and keep 
with the file, I think there were cases where that 
happened, too, however, if an investigator, as in 
this case, requests an immediate inclusion of 
Major Crime and that doesn't occur, there's 
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certainly something wrong, as this investigator, 
if he returned to duty after his four days off, 
would be quite annoyed that nothing had been done, 
if that in fact was the case. 

Q And as the investigator assigned the file, the 

directive talks about some oversight, someone up 
the ranks who has the overall responsibility to 
make sure this file is handled properly. And 
that's not the man on the street, the sergeant 
with the file in his hand, is it? 

A No, the chain of command is certainly in place in 
a police service, the Saskatoon Police Service 
being no exception, and the chain of command isn't 
only limited to giving direction, it's also 
assuming responsibility for what — for the 
efforts of others in your control or under your 
command. 

MR. STEVENSON: Thank you very much. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I don't expect any other 

counsel will want to begin their cross- 
examination. Obviously we're not going to finish 
today, so we return on — 

MR. HESJE: January 5. 

THE COMMISSIONER: January 5th. To this location? 

CLERK: Yes. 
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% THE COMMISSIONER: Very well*. 

2 (PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 12:16 P.M.) 
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